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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION III

841 Chestnut Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107

SUBJECT: The Toxlcological Assessment of the Bishop nflTF-
Tube Company Site Investigation Report __^ ' WAY £ 4 '985

FROM: Dick Brunker, Toxicologist
Site Investigation and Support (3HW2

TO: Laura Boornazlan, Environmental Scientist
Site Investigation and Support (3HW23)

This is a well organized, concisely written, currentt and complete
evaluation of the hazards and possible risks from contaminants from this
toxic site. The limiting of chemicial assays to only volatile contaminants
seemed reasonable and adequate considering the history and overall
description of the site and Its usage. This allowed for a concentration
of efforts on the hazards to the groundwater from volatile contaminating
organics which would, in any case, be the major and probably the only,
cause of concern.

A short description of these substances and their mobilities,
mobility Indices (MI), adsorptive coefficients, and any other factors
related to the movement of these substances into the aquifer and down the
watershed would probably be of some value to the understanding of these
hazards since most of the cited contaminants are fairly mobile.

It would probably have been useful to point out that some of the
cited contaminants such as trans-1,2-dIchloroethylene, vinyl chloride, 1,1-
dichloroethane, and 1,1-dlchloroethene are likely to be breakdown products
of trichloroethylene (TCE) and 1,1,l-trlchloroethane (1). Such data in
this file becomes particularly useful when, at a later date, the CERCLA
enforcement group must assess particular contaminants to potential
responsible parties.

The foregoing statements are presented in an effort to suggest
how these assessments could be modified to become more useful to individuals
who will become concerned with future developments at this site and not
an indication of any significant shortcoming In the assessment of possible
hazards from the cited contaminants.

It was also noted that the data utilized In this assessment were
current and accurate. The citations were appropriate, complete, and
correctly applied. The List of Sources was correctly written and
complete.



Citation

(1) Cline and Viste, Migration and Degradation Patterns of Volatile
Organic Compounds, the Fifth National Conference on the Management of
Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites. Washington D.C., 1984.
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April 18, 1985
R-585-11-4-16
68-01-6699

Mr. Harold Byer
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
841 Chestnut Building
Ninth and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Subject: Draft Report
TDD No. F3-8405-15
Bishop Tube Company
Frazer, Pennsylvania

Dear Mr. Byer:

Submitted herewith is a dra

Based on our review of
the following:

o The 1 known
vicinity

o As th
the
con

Ins^ectio\ repoVt for the subject project.

'concluded that EPA should consider

any others which may be identified in the
ipled for priority pollutants.

iwnstream sample were considered questionable by
leview, a resampling of the stream should be

o A monitoring progran/for priority pollutants in the on-site wells should be
developed ariaSniplffmented. Based on the information obtained from the
program, the groVndwater situation at the site should be evaluated and
corrective actions should be taken.

o The source of contamination in the swale should be identified and
remedied.



Mr. Harold Byer
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
April 18, 1985 - Page 2
Draft Site Inspection Report
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(Red)

The Bishop Tube Company is located in Frazer, in the southeastern portion of
Pennsylvania. The site consists of 2 areas which were used for the disposal of plant
wastes. The areas of disposal consisted of a cesspool and ar/bs^ned pit. In 1979,
when disposal in these areas was stopped, the areas were/packed with lime and
sealed with cement. During the FIT III site inspection, Von-si^e monitoring wells
were sampled along with some surface waters. All o£/the samples were run for
VOA analysis, only.
If you have any questions, please contact me.
Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by,

Environ. Technician
CM/bs

Assist*

Approved by,

Manager, FIT III
(b) (4)




